The consensus among scholars and laypersons is that domestic violence and sexual assaults are hidden from society's view because most incidents are not reported to the police (e.g., Frieze & Browne, 1989; Herzberger, 1996; Pagelow, 1984) . Only "the tip of the iceberg" is observed --the rest occurs "behind closed doors" (Straus, Gelles, & Steinmetz, 1980) . However, violence, in general, is often unreported (e.g. Gottfredson & Gottfredson, 1980) . Most fights involving young men, for example, never come to the attention of the police. It is important, therefore, to determine whether domestic violence and sexual assaults are less likely than other forms of violence to be reported to the police.
These comparisons permit an examination of whether there are special factors that inhibit the reporting of domestic violence and sexual assaults. If one wants to institute policies that encourage the reporting of assaults it is useful to determine the types of assaults that are unreported and the reasons they are not reported. For example, do women assaulted by their husbands have special reasons for not reporting or are their concerns similar to those of any victim of violent crime? Comparisons of reporting for different crimes are also relevant to discussions of the relative validity of official data for different offenses. It is generally assumed that official data is less useful for research on domestic and sexual assault than for other forms of violence because these crimes are more likely to be underreported. Finally, the comparisons are important because of their implications for deterrence. Violence is unlikely to come to the attention of the criminal justice system unless someone reports it. If domestic violence and sexual assault are less likely to be reported than other crime, and reporting is a deterrent, then offenders may be more likely to recidivate.
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Some scholars emphasize the role of gender in the reporting of domestic and sexual assault (e.g., Belknap, 2001; Dobash & Dobash, 1998; Koss, Goodman, Browne, Fitzgerald, Keita, & Russo, 1994) . While they do not make explicit comparisons between different crimes they imply that domestic and sexual assaults against women are particularly likely to go unreported. Women's reluctance to report assaults by their male partners has been attributed to fear of reprisal, economic and psychological dependence, and anticipation that the police do not take these charges seriously (e.g., Frieze & Brown, 1989; Pagelow, 1984) . Women's reluctance to report sexual assaults has sometimes been attributed to their lack of confidence in a criminal justice system that assigns blame to them rather than to offenders (e.g., Belknap, 2001; Williams, 1984) . In general, these scholars emphasize gender discrimination in the criminal justice system and in the larger society.
A second approach to police notification focuses on the "relational distance"
between the victim and offender (Black, 1976) . The closer the relational distance between adversaries, the less likely it is for the legal system to intervene in disputes.
Crimes involving adversaries in a close relationship are less likely to be reported, and the legal system is less responsive when they are reported. Thus, this perspective suggests that violent disputes between strangers are likely to activate a legal response, disputes between intimates or family members tend to be handled privately, and disputes between friends and acquaintances tend to fall somewhere in-between. Differences between domestic and stranger assault reflect a broader structural relationship between relational distance and the activation of law. In addition, the effects of relational distance should not depend on the gender of the offender and victim.
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. Black's (1976) approach would also predict gender effects on reporting. He argues that victims have less access to the law if they have lower status than their adversaries, i.e., "downward law" is greater than "upward law" (p. 21). If women have lower status than men, then men's assaults on women should be less likely to be reported than assaults involving other gender combinations. The argument implies a statistical interaction between the gender of offender and victim.
In the present study we use data from the National Violence against Women
Survey to examine the effects of gender and social relationship on police notification for physical and sexual assault. We also examine the reasons victims give for not reporting the incident to the police. Finally, we examine whether police notification has changed over time. We first review the literatures on reporting physical assault and then review the separate literature on reporting sexual assault.
REPORTING PHYSICAL ASSAULT
The evidence as to whether domestic violence is less likely to be reported to the police than violence between strangers is mixed. Surveys of interpersonal violence suggest that the police are less likely to be notified when the offender is a partner or other family member than when the offender is a stranger (Block, 1974; Felson, 1996; Gartner & Macmillan, 1995) . For example, Felson (1996) examined police notification using data from a violence survey collected in 1980 in Albany, NY. The evidence suggested that violent disputes between people who knew each other, particularly couples, were less likely than disputes involving strangers to be reported to the police. In addition, violent
disputes between men and women were much more likely to be reported to the police than violence between men.
Research based on the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) has examined victim reporting separately from third party reporting (Felson, Messner, & Hoskin, 1999) . These analyses reveal the predicted effect of social relationship on third party reporting. Third parties were less likely to report assaults involving couples and friends than assaults involving strangers. They were also more likely to notify the police when a man attacked a woman (controlling for the victim-offender relationship). The study did not find the predicted effects of social relationship on victim reporting, however (see also Avakame, Fyfe, & McCoy 1999; Bachman, 1998) . Victims of domestic violence were just as likely as victims of stranger violence to call the police, regardless of gender. In addition, men were particularly unlikely to call the police when they were assaulted by another man. Felson, Messner, Hoskin and Deane, (2002) analyzed the victim's reasons for not reporting physical assaults using NCVS data. They found that victims of domestic violence were more likely to mention privacy concerns, fear of reprisal, and a desire to protect the offender than victims of stranger violence. Men were more likely to think the incident was trivial and that it was a private matter while women were more likely to say they were afraid of reprisal, particularly when the offender was their partner.
To our knowledge, no one has examined changes over time in the reporting of domestic assault. There are two reasons to expect a change in police notification. First, publicity about the issue of domestic violence in the last thirty years may have increased the rates of reporting. Second, the introduction of mandatory arrest laws for domestic
violence during this time period may have encouraged reporting, if the caller preferred to see the offender arrested (Bachman, 1995) . On the other hand, mandatory arrest laws might discourage victims from calling if they do not want family member arrested (Buzawa & Buzawa, 2003) . Hotaling and Buzawa (2001) found that victims of domestic assault were much less likely than victims of other assaults to want the offender arrested.
In addition, victims who have engaged in violence might be deterred from reporting if they anticipate that they will be arrested themselves.
REPORTING SEXUAL ASSAULT
Studies of police notification collected during the early 1970s found that victims of sexual assault were much less likely than victims of other violent crimes to call the police (e.g., Dukes & Mattley, 1977; Hawkins, 1973; Hindelang & Gottfredson, 1976) .
A more recent study, based on the NCVS, suggests that male victims are even less likely to report the crime than female victims (Pino & Meier, 1999) .
Research suggests that sexual assaults involving non-strangers are particularly unlikely to be reported (Hindelang & Gottfredson, 1976; Lizotte, 1985; Williams, 1984) .
It is unclear, however, whether victims of sexual assaults are more reluctant to report the incident than victims of physical assaults when they know the offender. Perhaps the reluctance to report reflects more general inhibitions related to knowing an offender and it does not matter whether the assault has a sexual element. Only a comparison of reporting for sexual and physical assault will reveal whether sexual assaults by nonstrangers are particularly unlikely to be reported.
Sexual assaults may be less likely to be reported to the police than physical assaults for a variety of reasons: (1) the embarrassment and stigma associated with the crime (Bachman & Taylor, 1994) ; (2) perceptions by victims that they will not be believed or that the criminal justice system is ineffective (Feldman-Summers & Ashworth, 1981; Fisher, Daigle, Cullen, & Turner, 2003; LaFree, 1980) ; (3) perceptions that some incidents are not serious enough (Fisher et al., 2003) ; (4) ambiguity about what constitutes illicit sexual conduct (DeKeseredy & Schwartz, 2001; Gavey, 1999; Russell, 1982) ; (5) less fear of future attack since sexual assaults are less likely to be repeated; (6) greater fear of reprisal if they do report (Amir, 1971; Singer, 1988; Fisher et al., 2003) ; and (7) less third party reporting because sexual assaults are much more likely to occur in private.
These inhibitory factors may be particularly important when the sexual assault victim knows the offender. For example, Williams (1984) suggests that "the fact that a woman knows her rapist may encourage her to blame herself. She may feel that she 'led him on' and was not really raped, and that consequently there is no crime to report. Even when a woman identifies herself as a rape victim, she may fear that others will not believe she was raped if she knew the man". (p. 460)
Note that at least two other factors might lead to higher reporting of sexual assault than physical assault. First, sexual assaults are typically considered more serious than physical assault, particularly when they are committed by strangers. Second, sexual assaults are less likely to involve a provocation by the victim; they are typically predatory, not dispute-related crimes. Victims might be more reluctant to report a physical assault because they share culpability.
We are not aware of any statistical studies that have examined reasons for not reporting sexual assaults or examined whether the inhibitions for reporting sexual assault are different than those for physical assault. Perhaps the victims' fear or reprisal, beliefs about the efficacy of the criminal justice, or anticipation that the authorities will not believe their charges are just as likely to inhibit the reporting of physical assaults.
Perhaps these factors inhibit the reporting of both physical and sexual assaults if the victim knows the offender.
A variety of legal, political, and cultural reforms were initiated in the early 1970s whose purpose, in part, was to encourage victims of sexual assault to call the police (Berger, Searles, & Newman, 1988; Epstein & Langenbahn, 1994; Spohn & Horney, 1992) . There is some speculation in the literature that these reforms, or the publicity surrounding the reforms, have resulted in increased reporting, especially among those attacked by somebody they know (e.g., Bachman, 1993; Bryden & Lengnick, 1997; Spohn & Horney, 1992) .
Evidence that the reforms or the publicity associated with them had a causal effect is lacking. However, the evidence is fairly clear that rates of police notification for rape have increased, especially among those attacked by somebody they know (Bachman, 1998; Jensen & Karpos, 1993; Orcutt & Faison, 1988) . For example, in the most recent study, Baumer, Felson, and Messner (2003) analyzed changes in rape reporting using the NCVS (1992 NCVS ( -2000 and the earlier version of that survey, the National Crime Survey (1973) (1974) (1975) (1976) (1977) (1978) (1979) (1980) (1981) (1982) (1983) (1984) (1985) (1986) (1987) (1988) (1989) (1990) (1991) reporting was due to changes in third party reporting and changes in victim reporting of spousal rape. During the 1990s, the rates of change accelerated and broadened in scope:
there was an increase in both victim and third party reporting of rapes committed by strangers as well as non-strangers. By the early 1990s, rapes committed by non-strangers were apparently just as likely to be reported to the police as rapes committed by strangers.
These studies only study the reporting of sexual assaults. They did not explore the possibility that the trends they found reflected general trends in the reporting of violent crime. Evidence from victimization surveys suggests that the reporting of violent crime in general increased slightly from 1973 -1992 (Bureau of Justice Statistics, 1993 and from 1992-2000 (Hart & Rennison, 2003) . Perhaps trends in the reporting of sexual assault reflect a general trend in reporting rather than cultural or legal changes in response to sexual assault.
THE CURRENT STUDY
In this study we examine whether police notification depends on gender, victimoffender relationship, and type of assault. We examine both victim and third party reporting because of evidence that they sometimes respond differently (e.g., Felson et al., 1999) . We examine both sexual assault and physical assault in order to determine whether there are special inhibitions about reporting sexual assaults by non-strangers or whether the pattern reflects more general inhibitions about reporting any violent offender the victim knows. Because we take a multivariate framework, we can disentangle the effects of type of crime from the effects of victim's gender, offender's gender, and social relationship. We hypothesize that the following assaults will have low rates of reporting:
(H1) the offender is a partner or family member (rather than a stranger or someone else the victim knows). This hypothesis follows from Black's (1976) ideas on relational distance. Intermediate levels of reporting should be observed when the offender is someone else the victim knows.
(H2) women assaulted by male partners. This follows from the literature suggesting that there are special barriers that inhibit a woman from reporting such as her fear of reprisal or belief that her charges will not be taken seriously.
(H3) women assaulted by men. This follows from Black's (1976) ideas on the availability of law to victims with lower status than offenders.
(H4) sexual assaults committed by nonstrangers. This hypothesis follows from the sexual assault literature which emphasizes special difficulties in prosecuting these cases. It is also possible that sexual assaults generally are less likely than physical assaults to be reported.
(H5) sexual assaults and couple violence that happened before the 1980s. We examine whether reporting increased during the 1980s and 1990s, when public attention to these crimes increased and when changes were instituted in the legal system that may have facilitated prosecution. This hypothesis implies a statistical interaction between time period and sexual assault and between time period and couple violence.
We also examine the reasons victims give for their decision not to call the police.
If victims are particularly unlikely to report assaults by their partners or sexual assaults by people they know, these analyses may reveal why. We examine the following inhibitory beliefs among nonreporting victims: embarrassment; fear of reprisal; the belief that the police will not believe their charges; the belief that the police would be ineffective; and the belief that the offense was too minor. We examine, for example, whether fear of reprisal inhibits women from reporting assaults by their male partners, and whether embarrassment inhibits the reporting of sexual assault and assaults by partners and family members.
In our analyses we include controls for situational characteristics of the crime that might be associated with reporting. The seriousness of the offense is indicated by whether the offender injured the victim, used a weapon, had assaulted the victim before, or assaulted the victim in his or her home. Prior research suggests that incidents that involve injury and weapon use, and that occur in the home, are more likely to be reported . We also control for variables that could affect culpability, i.e.
whether the victim was the first to use violence, and whether the offender and victim were using alcohol and drugs at the time of the offense. Finally, we control for standard demographic variables, such as the age, race, education, and income of the victim.
Previous research finds that victims are more likely to report assaults if they are older and Black .
METHODS
The National Violence Against Women Survey includes data collected in 1995-1996 from a nationally representative sample of 8,000 women and 8,000 men, age 18 and over (see Tjaden & Thoennes, 2000) . A computer-assisted telephone interview was conducted with each respondent, asking about experiences with violence. We used items in which respondents were asked about incidents of physical assault during adulthood and sexual assaults since childhood. However, an examination of the data reveals that some respondents described incidents of physical assault that occurred when they were teenagers, and a few described childhood victimizations.
For physical assaults, respondents were asked whether anyone had: "Thrown something at you that could hurt you? Push, grab or shoved you? Pulled your hair?
Slapped or hit you? Kicked or bite you? Choked or attempted to drown you? Hit you with some object? Beat you up? Threatened you with a gun? Threatened you with a knife or other weapon besides a gun? Used a gun on you? Used a knife or other weapon on you besides a gun?" For sexual assaults, respondents were asked: "Has a man or boy ever made or tried to make you have sex by using force or threatening to harm you or someone close to you? Has anyone, male or female, ever made or tried to make you have oral sex by using force or threat of harm? Has anyone ever made or tried to make you have anal sex by using force or threat of harm? Has anyone, male or female, ever put fingers or objects in your vagina or anus against your will by using force or threats?"
Respondents were asked about the most recent incidents and could report up to six physical assaults by different offenders and six sexual assaults by different offenders.
If a victim was assaulted multiple times by the same offender, only the most recent
incident was recorded. The sample includes a sufficient number of male victims of sexual assault (n = 226) to disentangle the effects of gender and sexual assault. On the other hand, incidents involving same-sexed couples were eliminated from analyses, since their number is insufficient for analysis (n = 30). We also excluded 741 cases including 259 cases with no information on the assault, 293 cases with unknown police notification, and 47 cases that were reported by the offender. The final sample includes 6291 physical assaults and 1787 sexual assaults reported by 6026 respondents.
We estimate all equations using Stata software, treating the incident as the unit of analysis. Because many respondents reported more than one incident, the assumption of independence of errors across observations is violated. We use Stata's Cluster adjustment to address this issue. Effects on victim and third party reporting are estimated using multinomial logistic regression.
We also analyze the victims' reasons for not reporting. A potential problem is that nonreporting victims might not be representative of the entire population of victims (see Greene, 2003; Heckman, 1979) . To address the problem of selection bias, we estimate the equations for reasons using maximum-likelihood probit estimation with selection.
Measurement
Our main dependent variables are based on responses to two questions: "Was this incident reported to the police?" and, for those who answered "yes", "Who reported the incident to the police?" From these responses, we constructed a three-category dependent variable: victim reported the incident, third party reported the incident; and no one reported the incident (the comparison category).
Our other dependent variable is the respondent's reasons for not reporting the incident. Nonreporting victims were asked "Is there a reason why didn't report the incident to the police?" Victims could provide up to four different reasons per incident.
Our analyses are based on the following reasons: (1) "didn't think police could do anything;" (2) "wouldn't be believed, incident would be viewed as my fault;" (3) "too minor, not a police matter, not serious enough, not a crime;" (4) "fear of offender, fear he/she would get even, scared;" (5) "shame, embarrassment, thought it was my fault;" and (6) "did not want anyone to know about it". We collapsed the last two categories since they both concern embarrassment and concern for image. We then created five dichotomous variables, coded 1 if they mentioned a particular reason and 0 if they did not.
The principal independent variables of interest include whether the offense was a sexual or physical assault, the relationship between the offender and victim, the decade the offense was committed, the gender of the offender, and the gender of the victim.
Victim-offender relationship is coded as either partner (spouses, former spouses, partners, and former partners), other family (parents, children, uncle, aunt, cousin, brother, sister, "in-laws"), other known (i.e. friend, date, and acquaintance) or stranger (the reference category). Preliminary analyses suggest that it is unnecessary to code couples in more detail since the effects are not significantly different. Also, note that people that are known by sight only are coded as strangers on this survey.
The categories for the rest of the variables control variables are presented in Table   1 . Victim precipitation is based on whether the victim was the first to use or threaten to use violence. The only continuous variable is level of education. It is coded from 1 to 7, where 1 is "no schooling", 2 is "1 st -8 th grade", 3 is "some high school", 4 is "high school graduate", 5 is "some college", 6 is "4 years college degree", and 7 is "postgraduate".
The victim's annual income is based on total household income in 1995, from all sources, before taxes. The decade the offense was committed is based on an item in which victims were asked how long ago the incident happened; we subtracted the number of years
reported from the year of the survey. To preserve sample size, we created dummy variables to handle missing data for independent variables with significant missing data.
Our analyses of time trends depend on the ability of respondents to remember events that may have occurred in the distant past. However, physical and sexual assaults are memorable events (see Woltman & Cadek, 1984 , for a comparison of memory of violent crime and property crime). While most respondents should have no trouble remembering objective facts, they may have difficult remembering their reasons for not calling the police. Respondents are given the opportunity to say that they "don't know" in response to the questions, but they may think they remember but are in error.
However, these mistakes are likely to produce random measurement error, i.e., they are not likely to be systematically related to victim-offender relationship or gender, our central variables of interest. The time variable is more worrisome. It is possible that the sample of incidents in the distant past includes a higher incidence of more serious incidents since they are more likely to be remembered. Our controls for injury and weapon use in our equations should address this potential sampling bias, but there could be others.
RESULTS
Descriptive statistics are presented in Table 1 . They show that victims are almost twice as likely to report incidents as third parties, but that only about one out of four incidents are reported. Less than a quarter of the incidents involved a sexual assault.
Victims are less likely to have been assaulted by other family members than by partners, strangers, and other known offenders (friends, dates, and acquaintances). The most common reason victims give for not reporting the assault is that it was too minor.
Finally, 2/3 of the incidents occurred since 1980.
Insert Tables 1 and 2 about here Determinants of Reporting
The multinomial logistic regression coefficients are presented in Table 2 . The equation includes three multiplicative terms representing statistical interactions. Recall that we hypothesized that police notification would be particularly unlikely when women are assaulted by their partners (H2), when women are assaulted by men (H3), and when sexual assaults are committed by someone the victim knows (H4). Interactions involving time period will be discussed later.
The hypothesis that women are particularly unlikely to report their partners (H2) is not supported. We do observe a significant male x couple interaction (b = -.789), but it is not in the predicted direction. It is men who are particularly unlikely to report assaults by their partner. In general, however, police notification is much less likely if the offender and victim know each other in any way. These main effects are quite strong. offender is a family member rather than a stranger (odds ratio of .203). Victim reporting levels for different relationships are presented in Figure 1 . In testing the hypothesis regarding sexual assaults by nonstrangers (H4) we initially included three interaction terms involving sexual assault x partners, family members, and other known offenders. The coefficients for the terms involving partner and family members were close to zero and statistically insignificant indicating that sexual assaults involving partners and family members are just as likely to be reported as sexual assaults by strangers. However, we did find a statistical interaction between sexual assault and other known offenders. The results, displayed in Figure 2 , indicate that both victims and third parties are particularly unlikely to report sexual assaults involving other known offenders. These are the types of assaults typically referred to as "acquaintance rape."
Figure 2 about here
We also examined whether the reporting of sexual assaults depends on the victim's gender. An interaction term for sexual assault by male victim was added to the equation in Table 2 (not presented in tabular form). The coefficients for victim and third party reporting were opposite in sign and neither were statistically significant (b = -.62; p = .25; b = .58; p = .08).
The hypothesis that men's assaults on women are particularly unlikely to be reported (H3) is not supported. We do observe a statistical interaction for victim reporting, but the interaction is not in the predicted direction. The interaction, depicted in Figure 3 , shows that women are particularly likely to report assaults committed by men and men are particularly likely to report assaults committed by women. We only observe a main effect for gender of victim on third party reporting. Third parties are more likely to report violence against women, regardless of the gender of the offender.
Figure 3 about here
The results in Table 2 also show that police notification is more likely if the incident is more serious. Thus, victims are more likely to call the police if they were injured, the offender used a weapon, or if they were assaulted at home. Third parties are more likely to report incidents that involve injuries or weapons.
Variables associated with culpability of the victim also affected reporting. Thus, victims who were the first to use violence or who were drinking alcohol or using drugs at the time were less likely to call the police. Third parties were also less likely to report if the victim was drinking alcohol or using drugs. On the other hand, if the offender was
drinking alcohol or using drugs, both victims and third parties were more likely to report the incident.
The demographic variables also had some effects. Victims who are Black or older are more likely to call the police while third parties are more likely to report incidents if the victim is less educated. Finally, victim reporting, but not third party reporting, significantly increased during the 1990s. There is some evidence of an increase in the 1980s but it is not statistically significant.
Changes over Time
Recall that we predicted that the reporting of partner and sexual assault would increase in the 1980s and 1990s because of changes in the legal treatment of these crimes and changes in public attitudes (H5). For these analyses we added multiplicative terms involving either partner violence or sexual assault and the decade the incident occurred.
None of the multiplicative terms were statistically significant (Results not shown but available upon request). The results do not support the hypothesis that the rate of reporting of partner and sexual assault increased during the 1980s and 1990s, relative to the reporting of other assaults.
In analyses not presented we examined other interactions involving decade to determine whether there were changes in the reporting of certain types of crime. For example, we examined interactions between decade and gender of victim, nonstrangers, weapon use, and injury. A few interactions were statistically significant but no patterns were observed. Finally, we found no change over time in the reporting of sexual assaults by nonstrangers.
Reasons for Not Reporting Physical and Sexual Assaults
We analyze the reasons victims gave for not reporting the incident in Table 3 .
The analyses are based on victims who did not report the incident and includes a correction factor that takes into account sample selection for nonreporters. We include the same control variables in the equation as we did before, but we only present our main variables of interests.
Results in Table 3 suggest four reasons why victims of sexual assault are less likely than victims of physical assault to report the incident. Victims of sexual assaults are more likely to say that they did not notify the police because: (1) they didn't think the police could do anything; (3) they wouldn't be believed; (3) they were afraid of reprisal;
and (4) they would be embarrassed. On the other hand, they are less likely to say that sexual assaults were too minor to report.
We also observe statistical interaction involving sexual assault x other known, indicating that victims respond differently to what are sometimes called "acquaintance rape." Victims are particularly likely to be too embarrassed to report sexual assaults committed by other known offenders. Also, victims are more likely to say that sexual assaults by acquaintances are too minor compared to sexual assaults by strangers.
Victims are not more likely to view domestic violence as too minor to report.
Rather, victims assaulted by other people they know were more likely to think the incident was too minor to report. In addition, we observe a significant gender interaction.
The pattern indicates that women are particularly unlikely to consider assaults by men as too minor to report.
We find no support for the hypothesis that women are particularly likely to fear reprisals from male partners. The gender and partner effects are additive: both men and women are more likely to fear reprisal from male offenders and from partners.
Victims are more likely to say that they did not think the police could do anything if the offender was a partner (vs. a stranger). They are more likely to think that they "wouldn't be believed" if the offender was a family member. Victims are not particularly reluctant to report domestic violence because of embarrassment.
DISCUSSION
Our results suggests that victims are less likely to report an assault if they know the offender in any way; if they are men and the offender is their female partner; if the offender is someone of the same gender; if they were sexually assaulted, particularly if the offender is a friend, date, or acquaintance. Third parties are less likely to report violence involving people who know each other in any way, particularly if the victim and offender are a couple. They are more likely to report violence against women and less likely to report sexual assaults than physical assaults, particularly when the offender is a friend, date, or acquaintance. We now discuss these results in more detail.
Social Relationships
The effects of social relationship on victim reporting observed here are consistent with evidence from some research (e.g. Block 1974; Felson 1996; Gartner & Macmillan, 1995) , but inconsistent with research based on the NCVS (Felson, 1999) . The former find that victims are less likely to report violence by people they know while the latter
does not. The reason for the discrepancy between the NCVS-based study and the current study is unclear. However, neither study finds statistically significant differences in victim reporting between assaults committed by partners and family members and assaults committed by other nonstrangers. The results are consistent in showing that victims are not more likely to tolerate domestic violence than violence by other people they know.
We do observe one exception to this pattern: men are particularly unlikely to report assaults by their female partners. While both women and men are less likely to report partner violence than stranger violence, women are more likely to report partner violence than men. This finding does not support claims that women have special inhibitions about reporting their male partners (e.g., Belknap, 2001; Dobash & Dobash, 1998 ).
We cannot determine why women are more likely to report their partners than men. We found no statistical interactions between gender and partner in our analyses of reasons for nonreporting. Felson et al. (2002) analyses of victims' reasons for calling suggests that women are more concerned about protecting themselves, and that seeking protection is much more likely to motivate women to report violence than fear of reprisal is to inhibit them. They point out that discussions of victim reporting have ignored the possibility that there may be greater incentives for a victim to report an incident by someone they know and that these incentives may offset the costs of reporting.
We had limited success generally in explaining why the victims are more reluctant to report offenders they know than strangers. If the offender was a partner, victims were more likely to fear reprisal and think that the police could not do anything to
help. If the offender was a family member they thought their charges would not be believed. If the offender was someone else they knew, they were more likely to think the incident was too minor to report. Apparently, victims have a variety of reasons for not reporting people they know, and those reasons vary somewhat depending on their relationship to the offender.
The effects of social relationship on third party reporting are generally consistent with prior research based on the NCVS (Felson et al., 1999) . The evidence shows that third parties are less likely to report couple violence than stranger violence. However, we cannot determine whether effects on third party reporting reflect a reluctance to report an assault or a lack of knowledge that the assault occurred, since we do not know whether third parties witnessed the incident or otherwise knew about it. Previous research based on the NCVS suggests that both factors are operating (Felson et al., 1999) . The reluctance of third parties to intervene in violent incidents involving couples has also been demonstrated in experimental research (Shotland & Straw, 1976) . Witnesses were less likely to intervene themselves in a staged fight involving a couple than a fight involving strangers because they were less likely to believe that the victim wanted help or that she was likely to get hurt.
The results provide mixed support for Black's (1976) hypothesis that reporting increases with relational distance. Relational distance was more clearly related to third party reporting than victim reporting. The evidence suggests that the victim's closeness to the offender is a factor in reporting decisions, but that the relationship is not linear.
Further, we believe that Black's structural approach, which ignores social psychological factors, is not adequate for understanding the decision making process.
It is important to
examine the incentives and costs for reporting and how they vary depending on the victim's relationship to the offender. In addition, the key difference for reporting is whether the offender is someone the victim knows at all.
The results do not support the hypothesis that reporting of violence depends on the relative status of offender and victim. Men's violence against women is not particularly unlikely to be reported. In fact, third parties are more likely to report violence against women. This finding is consistent with prior research using the NCVS (Felson et al., 1999) and it is consistent with evidence that third parties take special efforts to protect women (see Felson, 2002 , for a review). However, it is important to note that we only examine the net effects of gender. The types of violent crime that target women, sexual assault and nonstranger violence, both tend to be underreported.
This pattern of victimization leads to the concealment of violence against women and increases their vulnerability.
Our hypothesis on status effects was based on the assumption that women have lower status than men in the United States. Some research on gender stereotyping has questioned this assumption (see Eagly & Mladinic, 1994 , for a review). However, our analyses of the effects of race and socioeconomic status do not support the idea that lower status victims are reluctant to call the police either. Consistent with other research, we found that the victim's education and income are unrelated to reporting and that black victims are more likely to report assaults . Moreover, reporting decisions are much more highly influenced by the use of alcohol and drugs by offenders and victims than their social status.
The finding that victims are more likely to report assaults committed by someone of the opposite gender is also consistent with the literature (Felson, 1996; Felson et al., 1999) . Women may be more likely than men to report male offenders because of sex differences in relative strength and the importance of protection as a motive for calling the police. The tendency for men to report female offenders (more than they report male offenders) is particularly interesting. Perhaps some men feel that they should be able to defend themselves against another man and that they will be perceived as cowardly if they call the police. On the other hand, there is no honor in fighting a woman since it is not seen as a "fair fight." Men lose face whether they win or lose, so they may prefer to rely on the police. Selection is also a potential explanation:
women who assault men may be particularly violent offenders.
Sexual assault
Our findings are consistent with the literature in showing that sexual assaults are less likely to be reported than physical assaults. The reluctance of victims to report sexual assault does not appear to reflect a gender bias since it is observed with controls for gender, and since we do not observe a significant gender by sexual assault interaction.
The results suggest that it is the nature of the crime not the gender of participants that inhibits the reporting of sexual assault.
The analyses of reasons help explain why victims are less likely to report sexual assaults than physical assaults. Victims of sexual assault are less likely to report the incident for four reasons: (1) they were more likely to be embarrassed; (2) they were more likely to fear reprisal; (3) they were more likely to think the police would not
believe them; and (4) they were more likely to believe the police would be ineffective.
All of these factors have been mentioned in the sexual assault literature as factors inhibiting the reporting of sexual assault. Note that victims underreport sexual assault in spite of the fact that they view them as more serious.
Sexual assault committed by friends, dates, and acquaintances are particularly likely to go unreported. The results support the literature suggesting that there are special inhibitions about reporting sexual assault involving acquaintances. The analyses of reasons suggests that victims are particularly unlikely to report these assaults because of embarrassment and because they think the incidents were too minor or not a crime (in comparison to sexual assaults by strangers). The perception that some of these assaults were too minor to report is consistent with evidence that many victims of "acquaintance rape" do not consider themselves crime victims (Koss, Gidycz, & Wisniewski, 1987) .
Time Trends
The evidence argues against the idea that cultural and legal changes in the treatment of domestic violence and sexual assault in the last two decades affected police notification. We observed no evidence that trends in reporting these crimes were different from trends in reporting other violent crimes. Thus we find no support for the idea that mandatory arrest laws, changes in the legal treatment of sexual assault cases, or the publicity associated with these crimes had any effect on reporting. We do observe a general has increased since 1973 (Bureau of Justice Statistics, 1993 , 2000 . They suggest that the increases in reporting of rape over time that have been consistently reported in the literature (e.g., Baumer et al., 2003) may reflect a more general phenomenon.
In general, our conclusions about time trends must be more tentative than our other conclusions because of the possible impact of victim's memory. Evidence suggests that incidents in the past are more likely to have been forgotten if they were not reported to the police (Woltman & Cadek, 1984) . If this selection bias exists, incidents that are remembered from the distant past would be more likely to be reported than incidents forgotten. However, we found that more recent incidents are more likely to be reported.
Perhaps the effects of recency would have been stronger without this bias. In general, our finding of mostly additive effects involving year of incident suggests that the variables that predict reporting are similar whether incidents occurred recently or long ago. If memory biases were operating we should have observed statistical interactions involving year of incident.
In sum, theoretical discussions that emphasize inhibitions about reporting family members or barriers to women cannot explain the reporting patterns that we observe in this study. Our results suggest that the reluctance to report sexual assaults reflects the growing body of research that shows the utility of studying the causes and consequences of domestic violence and violence against women in the context of violence generally (e.g., Felson, 2002 Estimates are based on incidents involving: male offender (reverse for female partner), physical assault, no alcohol or drug use by victim or offender, no weapon, victim injured, during the 1990s, outside victim's home, no prior incident; victim is a woman (reverse for female partner), high school graduate, White, $20,000 -$50,000 income, and 18-29 years old.
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